Jack J. Waite 

2905 Longshore Ave. 

Philadelphia, Pa. 19149 

January 28, 1967 

Dear Mr. Weisberg* 

I agree with your comments on Manchester* s book. So much advance 
publicity, and then what do we get? He has obviously followed Mrs. Kennedy* s 
recordings without regard for independent checking. I say this particularly 
because of his description of her actions at the time the President was shot. 

I pointed out to you once before, I believe, that from the Zapruder pictures, 

Mrs. Kennedy was facing JFK all through the shooting from beginning to end, even 
though she thinks she was facing the opposite direction when the first shot came. 

She seems to need to think this, for her testimony indicates that she feels if 
she had actually been facing him (as she was, in truth) rather than away from 
him (as she mistakenly remembers) she might have been able to grab him after the 
first shot and prevent the head shot from having happened. The pictures prove 
exactly the opposite of what she "remembers**, but Manchester has simply given her 
version, evidentally without taking any notice of the photos whatever. And, his 
dognatic statement that Kennedy was not shot below the neck - what I would like 
to know is how they explain the FBI exhibits - what are they, 59 and 60, I think. 

If the clothing has holes where the FBI has demonstrated them to be, both by these 
photos of the clothing, and in the report which tells us that the body shot never 
exited, then how does Manchester and his cohorts explain that although the clothing 
has these bullet holes, the body does not? I am surely no expert in allof this, 
such as you are, but just these things alone convince me that Manchester is not 
reliable, although his writing is unquestionably good. For fiction, anyway. 

Did you see the vilification that was printed about you last week in 
the magazine called NEW YORK? It is the Yforld Journal Tribune Magazine (dates 
January 22, 1967). It ridicules you, and makes the outright statement that you 
are a paranoid. The ridicule comes mostly because of your cooking and geese. 

The same article ridicules Penn Jones Jr. because he has a Batman poster hanging 
in his office along irith photos of Kennedy. The big attack is on Lane, of course, 
fcince it is not by any means difficult to "get" him. He has as many holes in his 

book and statements as does the Warren Report, itself. It is unfortunate, but the 

people who are against writers like you who seek the truth, have Lane as an "example" 
of hoy* you all supposedly work. It is a lie of course. You seek truth. But, Lane 
is a godsend to these people. They more or less represent him as the "leader" of the 
Yrfarren Report critics, and so anything he is guilty of is used against the rest of 
you - sort of GUILT BY ASSOCIATION, which is unfair, untrue, but terrific propaganda 
material for them. 

I may be getting a tape of Oswald* s New Orleans radio broadcast .. .1 *m 
nfct sure which one. If I do, do you want a dupe of that tape? Let me know. 

Lane and Specter, I hear, are over in Europe, putting on a show for 

the foreigners. I don’t know, but I suppose Liebeler is in on it, too. He, like 
Lane, seems to be making a career out of it, and I suppose profitiably. This is 
what they like to blame you for. Ironyi How is the new book coming along? 

Let me know if you want the Oswald radio broadcast from Aug. 1963. I»m 
not absolutely sure I'll be getting a tape, but I»m sure enough to offer to dupe it 
for you if I do. 

Yours, 



